
October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

~ , 
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RECEIVED 

SCT 2 8 2003 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie,studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Christopher Capoccia 
5188 Longrifle Ct 
Westerville, OH 43081 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 45657 AM, 1011403 5413023099 - 

October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Cornmunicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

R EC ElVED 
O C T  2 8 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretaty 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digid 
television. As a consumez and cibten, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultunate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compebtive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DlV-reception equipment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This dl result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like m e  actually wmt, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivezs and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for devlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Paul Harbison 
1776 Teller Street 3B 
L b o o d ,  CO 80214 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commumcations Commission 
445 12th Streef NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

RECEIVED 
O C T  2 8 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

I a m  wribng to voice my opposibon to any FCC-madated adopbon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and cibzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for knovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTC'. 

A robust, competiave market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abikty to innovate for 
thar customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wdl result m products that don't neccssanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result m me being chnrged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make M investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for &gta televlsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

&chard von Glahn 
3901 Pikes Peak R d  
Parker, CO 80138 
USA 
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Comrnlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
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Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 
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RECEIVED 
O C T  2 8 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
OfficeoftheSecretary 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon et "broadcast flag" technology for dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consurner rlghts, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, competklve market for consurncr electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. AllOWlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Jtudlos to tell technologlsm 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlor tunctlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wIIl not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology tar dlgftal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

James Arcurl 
10 Halcourt Dr 
Plalnvlew, NY 11803 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 26554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volee my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmrte 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' rblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferbr functlonalny. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Chrlstopher Curtls 
12440 Alameda Trace Clr 
#I422 
Austln, TX 78727 
USA 

. 
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October 738 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cam m unlcatlons Cam mlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcaff flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerel y, 

Dwayne Klmllng 
409 Globe Ave 
Fort Worth, TX 76131 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatbn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttbe market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk@ me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgitai televlslan Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Gary Webber 
Box 8 
43 S Frontage Rd. W 
AlbeRon, MT 59820 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrmssioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopbon of "broadcast flog" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and ubzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the studos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This Mll result in products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being chvged more money for inferior 
funcnonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for deolces that l imt  my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal telemsion. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Shane Cells 
5874 Southwind Dr 
San Jose, CA 95138 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Kirk Masterson 
4344 NE 63rd Ave 
Portland, OR 9 7 2 1 8  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Seth Green 
1415 Chapin St NW #lo2 
Washington. DC 20009 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernrthy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my stern opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal 
televlslon As a ConSumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts, and 
the ultlmate adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

James Adams 
2969 7th St 
Boulder, CO 80304 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for umovahon, consumer 
ngh ts ,  a d  the ulbmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what n m  products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me b a g  charged more money for infenor 
funchonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll  not pay more €or deplces that h u t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal televlsion. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Toshi Clark 
5418 Ridgevlew Dr NE 
Moses Lake, WA 98837 
USA 
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October 1 1 : 2003 

Commbdona Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicationa Commbeion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my oppoeition to any FCC-mandated adoption of %roadcm flag" technology for Wtd tel&on. An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel etrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righte. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A rob- competitive market for cmumer electronics m u t  be rooted in manufkctwem' abMy to hovate for their cutomem. Allowhg 
movie  studio^ to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the audios to tell trchnologb what new prodm they can 
create This will result in products that don't necesrdy reflect what consumem lite me actunlly want, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC huem a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lers Uely to make CUI hvehnent in DTVmcapable receivers and o k  
equipment. I Wiu not pay more for devices that limit my xighb at the behest of Hollywood. Plenre do not mnndate brondcnrt flag 
technology for digital television ?hant: you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Shawn Oarbett 
4037 Ornerd Bate %ve 
Naahde, T N  37204 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 
Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Mercedes Lackey 
16525 E 470 Rd 
Claremore. OK 74017 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, b C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglbl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmtte 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manUhCtUref3' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywaad. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you ?or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jared Perez 
195 Claremont Ave #20 
New York, NY 10027 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and atrzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultrmate adoptron of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the studlos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. T h i s  anll result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me b a g  chnrged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnkc an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I anll not pay more for devlces that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not  mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Gregory Walson 
62 Albion Street 
S o m e d e ,  MA 02143 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commi~doner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communication# Comminnion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am witing to oppose any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televiriOn. AB a coneumer and athen, I 
feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, comumer nghtn, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

There in no rewon at th ie  early w e  of D W s  adoption to hamstring the productn bwed on the rpsculativr concemo of a m o w  group 
of stakeholders, at the cort of the public interest and all other stakeholders, who will be concretely k e d  ifthe broadcart flag iC 
adopted. 

More fundamentally, allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudios to tell technologirts 
what new productn they can create. This in absolutely backwards. 

If, after DTV in rolled out, the ~tudios can eotnblbh wideqread harm M a result of pirncy of non--d m a t 4  then they can (a) 
pursue judicial remedies for that harm; and @) lobby Congress for new ways to protect them fiom ham. Do not allow them to r i d e m  
both of these remedies -- remedies which d o w  for the belancing of the studion' interento with other interento (includiq the public good) 

If the FCC ionues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leii likely to make m inventment in DTV-capable recuvern and other 
equipment I wi l l  not pay more for device0 that limit my +to at the behert of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandate broadcart flag 
technology for digital televioion Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Qregory w o r n  
683 C m o  St 
San Frmnckco, CA 941 14 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Mike Nightingale 
423 Waller 81 
San Francisco. CA 94117 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wtklng to voice my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of “broadcast flag” technology for dlgltrl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles mu* be rooted in manuhcturers’ abllky to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don‘t necessrrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fundlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlII not pay more fer devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time. 

Slncerely, 

Chrls Dall 
4659 Black Ave 
Pleasanton, CA 94566 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  wnbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts ,  and the ultunate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' atnhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment anll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This d l  result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me bemg charged more money for inferior 
functtonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make M investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces that l imt  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal telemsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Alfred Fnsch 
2190 vassax dnve 
Boulder, CO 80305 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssbner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electmnlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functbnaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

Mlchael Barnes 
3305 Shasta Drtve 
San Mateo, CA 94403 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mrnutrcturen' rblllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessrrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inhrbr functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wIIl not pay more for devlces that llrnlt my rlghts at the beheJt of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or d lgk l  televlslon Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

Davld Stevens 
2801 W Manor PI 
#52 1 
Seattle, WA 98199 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Regina Cappelletti 
46000 Geddes Road 
Canton, MI 48188 
USA 
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October 11; 2003 

Commiimoner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communication# Cornmienion 
445 12th StTeet, Nw 
Waahhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I am mi?ing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for Wtd televiriOn. &i n consumer 
and citizen, I feel Bhon@y that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  rights, and the ultjmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics mwt be rooted in manufncturm' ability to innovate for theh cuutomm. Allowiq 
movie studio8 to veto featurer of DTV-reception equipment will enable the otudioa to tell technologh whnt new producm they can 
create 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

will result in producte that don't necelrsarily reflect what coneumere lite me actually wmt, and it could reoult in me being 

If the FCC irsuee a broadcast flng mandate, I would actunlly be leer likely to make an hverbnent in DTV-cnpnble recuvm and other 
equipment I wi l l  not pay more for device# that limit my &hb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mmdate brondcnst apB 
technology for di&d television. 'Ihant you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Paul Weetwelt 
7 Oatlawn Dr 
Metairie, LA 70005 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 3:33:20 PM, 10/13/03 5413023099 - 

October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, b C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag'' technology for dlgttrl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlrcn, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlthre market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmil my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

SI n ce re1 y , 

Lucas Lay 
5532 Oakley Terrace 
Iwlne, CA 92612 
USA 


